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Informal FAX to Otilia Gabor at 571-273-2435 
From John R- Ewbank 

Re: Intent to pay $385 under 17[e] to Request Continuing Examination under 
Rule 114y but using Fee Transmittal Form 17 instead of Form 30, so that it 

>= might be interpreted as it were a payment under 17[rl under Rule 129|a]. 

ft 

O If I sought to correct such matter through Form 30 [accidentally 

O 

discovered after Express Mail of the submissionJ> how could it reach the 
individuals able to expedite matters suflicicntly to prevent abandonment 
^ of the application? 

> ./.^ PAGES 

I tried to follow the Rules^ and thought that because 1 was filing an 

m 

amendment under Rule 114 that I was achieving a Request for Continued 



Examination that would provide me with greater flexibility than if I filed it as an 
amendment under Rule 116* I used the combination of Transmittal Form 21 and 
Fee Transmittal Form 50. After they had been mailed, I accidentally 
encountered Form 30, which refers to the fee under 17[e] for an RCE. My study 
of MPEP, etc* indicates that cases are abandoned sometimes because of technical 
imperfections in an RCE. If the delay in your receiving the amendment filed 
yesterday on March 27,2004 were as long a delay in your receiving the 
amendment sent July 30, 2003, this case might encounter abandonment 
problems, notwithstanding my efforts to pay enough fees to avoid technical 
problems. Hence, I am seeking your guidance because I am aware that there 
cannot be any Extension of Time for correcting any technical imperfections 
concerning an RCE. 

In order that you may recognize the problem, I am providing you with 
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informal "pre-view" inspection of some of the documents that are now at the 
Patent Oft ice under the Express Mail processing for a Rule 114 Amendment 
after Final Rejection. At this time you do not need to review the many pages of 
US patents, and the ^Maser communication beam** journal article accompanied 
the 2004 IDS, in addition to about 32 typewritten pages and 3 sheets of drawings 
in the submission. You can review the situation by scanning: [a] one page Index 
of submission; [b] Transmittal Form; [cJFee Transmittal Form; [d] 3 pages of 
claims; (e) Arguments concerning patentability of claims over KroU et al in view 
of Chadwell; [f] draft of proposed Form 30; and [g] draft of proposed letter of 
transmittal concerning Form 30; [g] data relating to the address on the Express 
Mail. There were suspicions that the loss of the drawings submitted July 16;, 
2003 might possibly have resulted from some misinterpretation by that segment 
of the USPTO dealing with mailstops. 

Any submission after Final is theoretically transmitted promptly to the 
Art Group. Some of these matters might be clarified because of your making a 
few phone calls within the Patent Office either while it is in the mail-receipt 
section, and/or soon after delivered to Art Group 2878. 

Back around 1950, it seemed to me that the withdrawals from the Deposit 
Account were approximately the date when the Patent Office received any 
submission. In recent months, there seem to be weeks and months between filing 
and fund^transfen My guess is that there is some way so that the $385 payment 
can be properly designated as 171el instead of 17lrJ and thus possibly prevent 
abandonment of the application. I may have a few days of higher blood pressure 
because of ray fright about such a potentiality. I am quite grateful that I 
accidentally discovered Form 30, and apologize for not discovering it sooner. 
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McLaughlin 10/015,798 response to Final 02/1 2/04 A U 2S 78 Ex. O. Gahor 
The invexUioiK elaimed is: 

1. [previously presented) A monltariiig device useful in seeking to retrieve 
a lost item, said lost i<em having a hologram aitnl>utal>le to surface 
coiuponcnt.s selectively responsive to a laser beam haying an explicit 
wavelength selected from the atniosphcrlc-pcnetra live identifying 
group consisting ofSSO-nm, t3H) nni and 1550 nm, sahl monitoring 
device cinnprising: 

a source of electric power; 

means actuated by said cleclrical power for generating a laser 
beam havhig a wavelength matching the wavelength for which sai<I components 
are selectively responsive; 

receptor cells responsive to the feedback h'ght from said laser beam; 

ampuner means amplifying the electrical signal generated by said 
feedback when the laser beam scans a search zone possibly containing such 
temporarily lost item; and 

indicating means alerting a searcher to the varying intensity of such 
feedback when the laser beam scans a search /,one possibly containing such 
temporarily lost item. 

2- [original] Hie monitoring means of claixn 1 in which the indicating 
means is an audio signal 

3. -joriginali The monitoring means of claim X in which the laser beam has 
a wavelength of 1 3 1 0 nnu 

-claims pngl- 
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4 {dihmedl A method of seeking to retrieve an item that potentially might 
become temporarily lost which mc(ho<l comprises: 

imparting to an outer surface of said ileni a hologram by depositing 
(hereon components selectively responsive <o a laser beam having an explicit 
wavelength selected from the atmospheric pcnefrafing identifying group of 
wavelengths consisting of 88 nm. 1310 nm, and 1550 nm; 
directing from a monitoring device controlled by the searcher and initially 
remote from said temporarily lots item a laser besun having the explicit 
wavelength corresponding to the wavelength for which said hologram is 
selectively responsive, said laser beam being directed into a search zone in which 
the temporarily lost item is believed to be, and said laser beam stimntating the 
reflection from such components of feedback light; 

said monitoring device comprising receptor cells responsive to xSuch 
feedback light, such receptor cells generating an electrical signal ; 

said monitoring device comprising ampliilng means for amplifying such 
electric signal; 

said monitoring device comprising indicating means actuated by such 
amplifying means for alerting the searclier to the varying intensity of wSuch 
indicating means when the laser beam scans a search zone possibly containing 
such temporarily lost item. 

5. lallowedl The method of claim 4 for locating a temporarily lost item in 
which the hologram is responsive to a laser beam having a wavelength identified 
as the atmospheric penef rating wavelength of 1310 nm- 

Claiins pg. 2 - 
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McLaughlin 10/015,798 respome to Final 02/12/04 AU 2878 Rv- O. Gabor 

6. lallowetll The method of claim 4 in which the lost item is a launched 
expennienfai dcvicc. 

7. [Allowed] The method of claim 4 in which the lost item is a golf ball. 

8. [amcndcdl An item having a hologrami/.cd badge selectively 
responsive to a laser beam having an atmospheric-penetrating identifying 
wavelength selected from the gronp consisting of 880 nm, 1310 nm, and 1550 
nm, such badge being useful in the method in which |I a laser beam matching 
Mich hologramized badge is directed ]J a search er initiaHv re mote from Ihc 
lost iteni directs from a monitor a laser hcaxn having the exullcit wavelength 
corresponding to the wavelength for which the h olofiram js selectively resn msive 
into a searching zone and the fccdbacli light is monitored in an effort to locate 
the temporarily lost item* 

9. I withdrawn ) A golf ball of claim 8JJ 

10- [new] An item ia accordance with Claim 8 which is a golf balK 

-claims pg- 3= 
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Patentability over Chadwell in view of KroU et a/, etc. 

Many iadependont inventors fail to retrieve their patenting costs, not 
because of any bigh fees by tbe USFTO^bttt partly because some patent 
iawyers/agents exploit iodependent inventors almost as ruthlessly as some ot tbe 
patent marketing firms. The law firm handling the preparation and prosecution 
of tbe Chadwcil application might have obtained a lai^er fee because bis 
application induded a congloioeration of ''science liction'' alternatives that were 
quite confusing to readers of tbe patent. That portion of the Chadwell patent not 
directed to the Claims 1-5 embodiment taught very little beyond the scope of 
Chadwell Claims 1-5. A very slight glimmer of a possible suggestion, when 
buried in a an abundance of unworkable confusion docs not constitute the kind 
of teaching that justifies a rejection of claims under either Sec« 102 or 103* 

In the 21^ cratury, litSgation judges rarely need to evaluate the validity of 
claims resulting from a patent application prepared and prosecuted by the 
inventor as a pro se project. However even in the ZI"* century, litigation judges 
would probably show greater leniency toward snch a ^pro^se'' patent than one 
prepared In si corporate patent department. When an application is prosecuted 
by a prestigious patent firm that pos^ly might be lengthening a patent 
application and adding additional sheets of drawings significantly for the 
purpose of increasing the potentiality of a larger fee, then darity standards 
approach those expected from a corporate patent department. The effectiveness 
of the patent as a teacinng is impacted by the confusion and ambiguity aspects of 
the total patents When the teaching is so unambiguous as to justify a Sec. 102 
rejection, then the conspicuous evidence that it was a hypothetic proposal can be 
irrelevant^ However, the combination of extreme confusion, inconsistencies, and 
vagueness with such obviously hypothetical concepts of prior literature can 

-iDS4- 
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trivialize its usefulaess as a reference aader ^tlier Section 102 or Sec. t03. The 
concept of the reaction of the average artisan to a worlcsliop bavin]; copies of the 
prior art on the walls of the workshop is a oseful guide in evaluating Sec, 103 
obviousness. Each of applicant's presently sought claims clearly passes such 
"references on the wail" test for confirming the unobviousness of such claims 
over KroH et al in view of Cbadwdl and/or CbadweU in view of KroU ct aJ, 

Counsel knows very little about golf. Counsel bas a lifetime of playing 
fewer than 18 holes of golf; even though be was a caddy as a teenager. Counsel 
was an author of articles about buying a used car in the *Tincbpenay" magazine 
and book. Counsel's frugality prompted him to gullibly accept some prior art 
descriptions about aspiring to minimize the cost of lost golf balls. Caldwell and 
his attorney recognised that golfers had more concern aboat the *'stroke 
penalties*' than about the cost of a lost golf balL If counsel had located the 
CbadweU patent in the prior art search, the present specification might have 
been prepared better than it was. 

There is enough confusion in the Chadweil patent that one might suspect 
that a client who had a Claim 1-S invention was Induced to pay more for a 
contusing patent application featuring some Tom Swift type of science fiction 
vagueness that confused most readers without teaching significantly more than 
the invention of daims 1-5. The Chadw^ specification supports such claims 1-5. 
If ChadweU had been preparmg to market the hand-held device, there would 
have been no reason to describe or claim the cumbemne folding two antenna 
embodiment of claims 1-5. 

Fig 6 vf the ChadweU drawings is a schematic diagram of how the 
hypothetical system would work. Measuring and alerting the searcher to such 

-IDS5- 
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McLuHgklin imi$,?98 Art Unit 2878 Otdia Gabor, Ex. Marck^ 2004 
distance was stre^^HHi by ChadwelU as clarified in Fig 6 in whicli rectangle 610 
features the step entitled ^'Calculate tbe estimated distance*' for iBspIay on the 
videoscreen. 

Citadweil coats a golf baU mth metaUzing ink, such as 9Xi iron ink that can 
be detected try RADAR so that one of the two antennas can receive a stronger 
$ignai tlian the other, thus helping the searcher to know whether to move the 
shaft to the left or to the right. As explained at CoL 3, lines the ^'science 

fktion^' emitters 9 of the hand held device ^'are directed at unique angles** 
because Chadwell aspires to display on the videoscreen lH>th the angle and the 
distance fk^om the monitoring device 

Fig 3 of Chadwell shows a radar system having two radio antenna 
designed to alert the searcher about whether the radar antenna should t>e moved 
to the left or r^ht. Claims 1-S are directed to this enibodiment. Plyssibly this is 
what was developed by Chadwell that prompted the effort to seek a patent on 
using the radio waves as the "distance^measuring system" for locating the golf 
balL During the preparation of the Caldwell apph'catlon, there might have been 
some other concepts^ all focusing on the distanccwmeasurements, that led to 5 
sheets of drawings aod 5 columns of description. 

Chadwell claims 1-5 ai*e clearly directed to the radar antenna apparatus 
scheduled to be folded and carried in the golf bag. Cbadwell*s claim 8 is directed 
to the use of the soaked rag {shown in Fqg. ZA] for coating the ball before each 
use. Such eoncepts are certainly remote from molding a grating into the dimples 
so that they will be seiecUvcJy re^nslve to a laser beam of a particular fog- 
penetrating wave-length. 

The general public and counsel have long had familiarity with the use of 

-IDS6- 
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RADAR to measure the time for the receijpt of an ecbo from a short wave mitio 
beam. Counsel was Iwtg unswaire, bat has ducovered reeentfy that there have 
bcctt certaia nUitary appUcations in which laser beams have been similarly used 
for mcasnruig distances and/or the speed of a vchicie. Such systems are 
sometimes caDed LASAR. CounscL evaluate* the cQisbi'ttation of KroU ct al and 
Cfaadvrcll a$ they might be interpreted by a scieatist adequately famitiar with 
LASAR and testifying as an expert attacking the validity of any of the presently 
sought claims. Counsel has concluded that the two patent lit^atioa judges who 
bandied the two iafringement suits hot which he was involved in the ♦SOs would 
uphold the validity ot each of appUcant*s presently sought claims as unobvious 
over any plausible combination of KroU et al and ChadwelL Hopefully the 
Examiner wiU prepare appropriate "reasons for aUowance'' which might 
explain that each of the allowed claims patentably distinguishes over the. 
combination of KroU et al and CbadweU» and/or other combinations of the 
teachii^ of any or alt of the referenees. 

-IDS7- 
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f T»roby cortif y tn&t t^is corr^spondertce is Do»r>g Oopos'tcd wiln ihe urnted StBfes ^^^^^ S«fvio9 with .<;MllR^ien< po^Uiqq as finM daiR mvH^ in an envelope 
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Io OtOCt):;^) ail .'ippltet^Ort. COtirHjmtti.tlity is gyvfTtiircJ by 35 IJ.fi.G. 177 ^xmi 27 CPR 1.14, This rn»ecttc>n L? »7tffnatt»d tO t?1<9 12 minuto? tO 00mpt«tG. incKidifl^ 
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